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Army Initiates New Release 
Procedure for COs 


On March 5 representatives of NSBRO met with 
a number of Army officials to discuss the policy of 
the Army in handling requests for discharge by con- 
scientious objectors. During the course of the meet- 
ing with representatives of the Chaplain’s office and 
the office of the Adjutant General in the Pentagon, 
a new procedure for handling CO requests for dis- 
charge was outlined. 


The meeting was prompted by the manner in which 
the Department of the Army has recently handled 
an increasing number of CO requests for discharge. 
It was felt by NSBRO that a new attempt to interpret 
to the Army the beliefs and desires of conscientious 
objectors was necessary. 


For some time NSBRO has been recommending 
the procedure outlined to it by the Department of 
the Army—namely, that persons who become con- 
scientious objectors while in the Army should submit 
a request for discharge under the “for the conven- 
ience of the Government” provision, Paragraph 2, 
AR 635-205. Following this procedure some dis- 
charges have been obtained. However, the recent 
requests which have been submitted have received 
replies to the effect that since the Department of the 
Army letter of January 31, 1957, has been rescinded, 
all requests of conscientious objectors for discharge 
under the provisions of AR 635-205 are being denied 
and that such persons should be assigned to non- 
combatant duty. They will be retained in the Army 
unless they can be released on some other grounds. 


The Adjutant General’s office readily acknowledged 
that its policy for the present is that of denying all 
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Pentagon Manpower Chief Foresees 
End of Draft 


In a recent hearing before a House Armed Services 
Sub-committee, Assistant Secretary of Defense Wil- 
liam H. Francis, Jr., the Pentagon’s manpower chief, 
urged Congress to approve a proposed $518 million 
military pay raise as a “first and most important 
step” toward abolishing the draft. The Pentagon of- 
ficial was the first witness as the House Sub-com- 
mittee opened hearings on Administration-sponsored 
legislation to revamp military pay laws. 

The Sub-committee was told that the Pentagon’s 
pay proposals would facilitate “a gradual transition 
to a volunteer force—men in uniform because they 
wish to be.” The plan would give every serviceman 
with more than two years’ duty a minimum raise of 
6 per cent. Mr. Francis added that the raises would 
help the armed forces acquire a “truly professional 
stature.” 


‘Draftees Sent Home by Thousands as Unfit’ 


In testimony before a Senate Armed Services Sub- 
committee Mr. Francis said it costs about $1000 to 
induct each Army draftee, and that thousands of 
them are sent home as unfit—because of low mentality 
or aptitude ratings after eight weeks of basic train- 
ing. He stated it would be helpful if Congress gave 
express authority to defer incapable draftees instead 
of inducting, training and releasing them. It is re- 
ported that the Army recently tested and found 
360,000 of its one million regular enlisted men were 
in the lowest mental category. “Some 90,000 of these 
could not pass a capability test in even one skill,” 
the manpower chief added. “They are being screened 
out.” According to Mr. Francis the Army plans later 
to require that career enlisted personnel “qualify in 
two skills which is about equivalent of an 8th grade 
education.” 
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News Briefs 


The Bureau of the Budget has recently given its 
blessing to HR 9882 (a bill attempting to recover 
the W.W. II conscientious objector “frozen fund”) by 
indicating to the various government agencies con- 
cerned that they are free to send in their reports to 
the House Sub-committee on Claims. All of these 
agency reports, which include Department of Agri- 


culture, Department of Labor, Department of State, 
and the Selective Service System, are very favorable. 


Thus, a major obstacle to Congressional approval of 
the fund’s recovery has been hurdled, as support by 
the Budget Bureau indicates there will likely be no 
objection whatever from the Administration to pas- 
sage of HR 9882. 


Rev. C. LeRoy Doty, Jr., Executive Secretary of 
NSBRO, will remain in this position on a part-time 
basis until June, 1958. Rev. Doty’s resignation, to 
have been effective January 1, 1958, was accepted 
by the Board of Directors, but no successor has been 
found as yet by the Board. Thus, Rev. Doty will 
continue to act in the dual capacity of Executive 
Secretary of NSBRO and pastor of the University 
Park, Md. Church of the Brethren. 


A special project, originally planned several years 
ago by representatives of various denominations and 
religious agencies seeking to promote the cause of 
conscientious objection to war, is now coming to 
fruition. This is a motion picture film portraying 
the alternatives afforded to conscientious objectors 
under the draft law. As coordinating agency for the 
production of this film, NSBRO has recently received 
the first draft of the film script. As the film is pri- 
marily geared to high school and college age youth, 
it is hoped that it will be ready for use in this sum- 
mer’s camping programs. More detailed information 
concerning the film’s script and production will be 
given in a future Reporter. 

* * *& 

Selective Service reports that as of January 1, 
1958, there were 1,893 I-Ws at work and 5,167 I-Ws 
released. I-O non-fathers numbered 5,314 of which 
4,425 represented those not examined and 889 those 


examined and acceptable for service. I-O fathers 
(currently not being called) numbered 1,637. 
* * *# 

Peter Horst’s belief that “love is the Supreme 
Being” has won him reclassification by his local draft 
board as a conscientious objector to military service. 
In a reversal of a previous vote, the board unani- 
mously approved a I-O classification for the Univer- 
sity of Michigan student. The new classification is in 
line with a widely publicized Federal Court decision 
of last December which reversed the action of the 
Presidential Appeal Board in refusing to grant Horst 
conscientious objector status because of his unortho- 
dox religious views. 

* * a 

According to the Central Committee for COs in 
Philadelphia, Henry Koster, an ex-prison CO, has 
been denied a license in New York State as an in- 
surance broker on the grounds that he is not a “com- 
petent and trustworthy person.” Koster received a 
three-year prison sentence during the Korean War 
after his CO claim was refused. This conviction was 
the basis of the ruling by the Insurance Department. 
The Court of Appeals for New York has stated that 
Koster should be given a hearing to determine the 
facts behind the conviction. 


New Type of CO Emerges in 
Nuclear Age 


The Central Board for Conscientious Objectors in 
England reports that the advent of nuclear fission as 
a weapon of war has prompted a new category of 
conscientious objector in that country—the objector 
to “modern warfare”. 

A case which came before a British Local Tribunal 
(similar in function to Selective Service local board) 
in November, 1956 indicates clearly the convictions of 
an objector to modern warfare. Max Neufeld, an 
architect who emigrated to Great Britain in his child- 
hood, based his CO claim on the fact that modern 
weapons have revolutionized war. 

“In the past,” he said, “one could argue that under 
certain circumstances war might be justified, fully 
realizing all that was involved to save and conserve 
values or a way of life. But I do not believe that to- 
day one can argue that way any longer because the 
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war would destroy that which one was trying to save.” 

He said that after careful consideration he would 
probably not have objected to taking part in World 
War II, though in fact he was only seven when it 
started. 

Judge Sir Gerald Hargreaves explained the Tribu- 
nal’s attitude and reasons for registering Max Neufeld 
conditionally as a CO (subject to civilian service), 
“ .. he does not object to the hydrogen bomb only 
... but he objects to war because modern warfare is 
extremely likely to involve the use of atomic bombs 
which may bring about the destruction of the whole 
world and he feels, therefore, conscientiously, as a 
matter of right and wrong, warfare must be banned; 
otherwise the human race cannot be saved. We have 
taken the view that, although the distinction is a fine 
one ... his is a conclusion which rests on his con- 
science.” 


End of Draft 


(Continued from Page 1) 


The Pentagon’s pay plan aims through higher pay 
rates to make a military career more attractive for 
skilled technicians. Mr. Francis said that if most of 
the Pentagon pay proposals were accepted it “would 
reduce the draft calls by 50 per cent.” 

13,000 to be Drafted in April 

The screening out of unsuitable Army personnel 
is in line with the stepped up draft calls issued by 
the Army for the early months of 1958. The draft 
call for April has been set for 13,000 men. This is 
the same number asked for in March. Under an- 
nounced Army plans, the monthly draft is expected 
to remain at approximately this level through June. 

The new call brings to 2,309,430 the total number 
drafted or ear-marked for induction since the resump- 
tion of selective service in September, 1950. 


Robert B. Myers: 
NSBRO Attorney Advisor 


Univ. of Md. ROTC Cases Appealed 


Hanauer v. Univ. of Maryland, Crabill v. Univ. of 
Maryland, No. 173, Sept. Term 1957, Court of Ap- 
peals of Maryland. 

By stipulation of counsel, the Hanauer & Crabill 
cases were consolidated on appeal for purpose of 
argument and decision, and the two cases were ar- 
gued before the Maryland Court of Appeals, the 
highest court in the state, on February 13, 1958. A 
decision is expected in about a month or six weeks. 

Kenneth G. Hanauer and Jack A. Crabill are 


under the provisions of the Selective Service Law, 
were assigned to and completed two years of civilian 
work contributing to the national health, safety or 
interest. Thereafter, they attempted to enroll as 
students at the University of Maryland without tak- 
ing the U. S. Air Force ROTC given there. At first, 
the University allowed Hanauer to enroll (as a jun- 
ior) without taking ROTC, but soon ruled that both 
he as well as Crabill would have to take ROTC or 
withdraw from school. 

Thereafter, Hanauer filed a Petition for Writ of 
Mandamus against the University in the Circuit Court 
for Prince George’s County, and a short time later 
Crabill also filed such a Petition. In both cases the 
trial court refused to issue the Writ, and handed 
down opinions to the effect that the University had 
a right to require ROTC of all able-bodied students 
on the basis of the COALE case (165 Md. 224) and 
the HAMILTON case (293 U.S. 245) decided in the 
mid-1930s. (See August, 1957 REPORTER for de- 
tails on the trial court opinion.) 

Thereupon, appeals were noted to the Court of 
Appeals. Attorneys for Hanauer and Crabill are 
Robert B. Myers of Rockville, Md., and Oliver Ellis 
Stone of Washington. D. C. 


FBI Procedures Challenged by Two 
Jehovah’s Witnesses 


On February 26, 1958, Judge Mac Swinford in U.S. 
District Court, Covington, Ohio, sentenced two con- 
scientious objectors to two years each in prison for 
violating the Selective Service Act. 

The defendants, George Frederick Carnes of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, and John Henry McFarland of Middle- 
town, Ohio, both claimed to be Jehovah’s Witness 
ministers and therefore not subject to induction. Ac- 
cording to the prosecuting attorney their induction 
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that when one of the defendants was supposed to be 
a minister and a church worker, he did in fact sleep 
all Sunday morning and then play baseball in the 
afternoon, according to neighbors. If this is not true, 
the defendant can deny it and prove otherwise,” the 
judge said. 

“There is a great difference between what the 
courts say is right, what Congress says is right and 
what the Constitution said. One or the other must 
give way,” Schmidt added. 

One of the big issues of the case according to both 
Schmidt and the court was how much FBI testimony 
should be made available to the defendants. This is 
a constitutional question that has been raised in sub- 
sequent trials of this type, court attendants pointed 
out. Two still are pending before the U. S. Supreme 
Court. 

Schmidt contended that the entire FBI report be 
made available instead of a summary. “In a summary 
only the adverse items are given in evidence. How 
do we know how much favorable comment the FBI 
learned about the defendants?” he asked. 

Judge Swinford said the late Chief Justice, Fred 
Vinson, had answered all his arguments in an earlier 
case. “Any other arguments you may have on this 
score should rightly be addressed to the Congress 
and not to this court,” he added. “These young men 
are guilty as charged and I have no choice but to 
sentence them.” 


New Release Procedure for COs 
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requests for discharge by conscientious objectors 
under the “for the convenience of the Government” 
provisions. It was stated that this does not mean that 
their office could not consider any such person for 


discharge, but that according to present policy the 
usual procedure will be to deny such a request. 

In outlining the procedure which conscientious ob- 
jectors should now follow, the representative of the 
Adjutant General stated that such persons should 
continue to submit requests for discharge under the 
“for the convenience of the Government” provision, 
Paragraph 2, AR 635-205. This should be done even 
though the Army is denying such requests at the 
present time. After such requests are adjudicated, 
they are returned to the commanding officer with 
instructions to place the person in question into non- 
combatant service. If it is then determined that the 
enlisted man cannot perform any type of duty ad- 
equately, the commanding officer should then request 
that he be discharged under the “unsuitability and 
unadaptability” provision, AR 635-209. It should be 
noted that only the commanding officer can request a 
discharge under the “unsuitability and unadapta- 
bility” provision. 

One question which is still not fully answered is 
how the conscientious objector is to convince his com- 
manding officer that he cannot perform any type of 
duty adequately. While this could well be the weak 
spot in the new procedure, the Pentagon officials em- 
phasized very strongly the importance of having such 
persons acquaint their commanding officers and chap- 
lains with their problem. As long as the conscientious 
objector who has been transferred into noncombatant 
service does not express dissatisfaction, his superiors 
will assume that he is satisfied. 

At no point in the meeting was it stated why the 
Department of the Army had changed its policy, but 
it appears to be quite clear that the Army has at- 
tempted to devise a plan whereby they can handle 
the conscientious objector problem without fully 
recognizing such persons as conscientious objectors. 
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